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Sir: 

In response to the Election of Species Requirement dated January 12, 2006, Applicants 
hereby elect as follows: 

With regard to election of a specific protein species, Applicants hereby elect "animal 
proteins derived from milk". 

With regard to election of a specific sugar species, Applicants hereby elect "lactose". 

All claims are readable on the elected species. 

The foregoing election is made with traverse. 

In support of the restriction requirement, the Official Action cites AGA et al. (U.S. 
2002/0068094) which is said to disclose the use of saccharides and proteins to inhibit the growth 
of Helicobacter pylori. However, AGA et al. merely discloses an extract comprising an ethyl 
acetate-soluble ingredient of an indigo plant. There is no description about sugars. 

The extract might comprise sugar and protein, but the characteristic feature of claim 1 of 
the present application is " a product of browning reaction of sugar and protein". 



AGA et al. discloses nothing about the browning of sugar and protein. The browning 
reaction is carried out by mixing sugars and proteins and heating the mixture in an aqueous 
solution. Thus, the browning reaction is a chemical reaction. There is no description about such 
a reaction in AGA et al. 

Needless to say, the product of the browning reaction is chemically different from a 
mixture of sugar and protein. 

While the Official Action points out that the extract of AGA et al. inhibits the growth of 
Helicobacter pylori, the active ingredient of claim 1 of the present application is to inhibit the 
adhesion of Helicobacter pylori. 

Since the invention of claim 1 (and the remaining claims) is neither described nor 
suggested by AGA et al., there is unity of invention. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of the Election of Species Requirement and favorable action on 
the merits is now requested. 
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